and he believed that the condition could reasonably likely
result in serious injuries.  He did not know how long the
belt had been installed at the cited location.  He confirmed
that belt idlers located at the underside of the belt were
not required to be guarded along the entire belt line, unless
the belt crossed over a roadway or travelway where men and
equipment would be present.  He identified photographic
exhibit R-l as a photograph of the belt location in question,
and confirmed that the photograph shows the guarding which
was installed to achieve abatement.  He believed that miners
congregated at the location in question, and he stated that
there was a mine phone nearby, but that it was not in the
area of the unguarded belt.

David Furgersonf mine safety manager, testified that the
belt was initially installed approximately 13 to 14 months
prior to the citation and that many MSHA inspectors had
passed under it without citing it.  Mr, Furgerson did not
believe that anyone passing under the belt could contact- the
idlers, but conceded that if they stood up while in a piece
of equipment they could contact it.  He saw no evidence of
any prior guards, and did not believe that anyone would be
injured if the belt broke.

Section foreman James M. Hibbs testified that he is
familiar with the unguarded belt in question, and he stated
that for the 3 years he has been employed at the mine he has
never known the belt to be guarded.

Inspector Newlin confirmed that he issued a citation for
coal accumulations (2507206) on the Number 5, 6, and 7 return
entries.  He described the accumulations as "grey and black
in color," ranging in depths from 0 to 8 inches, 20 feet
wide, along the crosscuts and entries.  He believed that the
accumulations resulted because of a failure to properly clean
up while the mining cycle advanced, and he indicated that the
accumulations were the result of mining as the faces were
advanced.  The entries in question were in neutral belt
return entries where no active mining activities were taking
place.

Mr. Newlin stated that the accumulations presented a
hazard in that they could have contributed to the enhancement
of an explosion.  In the event of any ignition of explosion
at the r"ace, the accumulations would have contributed to the
severity of the explosion.  He saw no evidence of any equip-
ment passing through the areas in question, and confirmed
that no immediate ignition sources were present.  He confirmed
that the closest mining taking place was approximately two

752rior violations is average;
